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Mr. G. Roustan. 


Call to Order 


The meeting was called to order at 2:10 p.m. 

Dr. Kenniff advised that the first item on the Agenda would be dealt with in 
"Closed Session" and he asked those in attendance who were not Senators 
to leave the meeting. 


OPEN SESSION 


Approval of Minutes 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. STRAND, SECONDED BY DEAN SWAMY, 
THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE MEETING OF FEBRUARY 
15, 1985, BE APPROVED. 

MOTION CARRIED. 


Chairman's Remarks 


Dr. Kenniff advised that the announced cancellation of government budget 
cuts for universities planned for next year, would contribute to improving 
slightly the financial situation of the University; that we should at least be 
able to look forward to 1985/86 as a year of relative financial stability, in 
that the Quebec university system as a whole, and Concordia as a part of it, 
would not suffer any budget cuts; and that, in fact the overall envelope of 
funds available to the universities would increase by about 18% over the 
current financial year. However, he stated that while this bit of good news 
was a Step in the right direction and represented a remarkable success by the 
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Minister of Higher Education in convincing his colleagues that universities 
are important to our society, there were nevertheless a number of things 
which it did not solve. One was that it would do nothing to resolve the 
accrued negative financial situation of this University and other universities 
in the Province, i.e., Concordia's anticipated accumulated deficit by the end 
of 1984/85 would not be wiped out or even reduced as a result of 
yesterday's announcement; but he was confident that at least the situation 
would not get worse in 1985/86. The second major element which was not 
in the package was a change in the funding formula in a way which would 
benefit the most underfunded university in the Province, i.e., Concordia; 
and while he did not wish to raise this issue with the Minister yesterday 
morning in the somewhat euphoric climate surrounding the announcement, 
he nevertheless had indicated to the media that the University would be back 
in fairly short order knocking at the Minister's door with respect to the 
funding formula. 


Question Period 


In response to a question concerning a breakdown of the 70 million dollars 
in terms of new money as opposed to other money, Dr. Kenniff advised 
that while he did not have either the detailed estimates tabled in the National 
Assembly earlier this week or the press conference material used yesterday 
by the Minister, based upon the newspaper reports and the Minister's verbal 
statement to the Conference of Rectors, it would appear that the breakdown 
would be as follows: the basic cut of 18.5 million which the universities 
would have had to carry out but which was cancelled, was not new money; 
an additional cut of 7.5 million dollars which would have resulted from the 
non-indexation of the ' non-salary operating expenses of the universities, 
was not new money; 36.7 million for new students resulting from the 
introduction of a sophisticated formula for new students based on the 
average disciplinary costs by level of study, which could legitimately be 
considered as new money; a compensation to the universities in the amount 
of 3 million dollars to cover the indirect costs resulting from the freeze in 
tuition fees, which might possibly be considered as new money; and an 
amount of money not yet identified in precise figures in connection with the 
programme d'actions structurantes, i.e., research grants for new initiatives, 
some of which might or might not be new money. In summary, Dr. Kenniff 
stated that the Minister had referred yesterday to an amount in the order of 
45 million dollars of new monies which would basically be for new 
students, compensation for the tuition freeze, and part of the "actions 
structurantes "money; and that given the absence of more detailed 
information, this was about as close to definite figures as he could get. 
Finally, he advised that it was impossible to say at this point in time, what 
this means for Concordia in particular, because the precise rules for 
allocating those funds among the universities have to be applied and a 
simulation done with the figures from Concordia, specifically with respect 
to new students. In that regard he explained that in previous years new 
students were funded by taking money out of the base budgets, putting it 
into a pot, and redistributing it to universities with new students; however, 
this year the money for new students is new money, 1.e., there would be no 
pr6levement; that insofar as Concordia's enrolment was increasing less 
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rapidly than at other institutions, the good news was that we would not lose 
any money from our base budget to pay for new students elsewhere; but he 
could not say specifically what that would mean in terms of actual dollars. 


In response to a question concerning the change in policy whereby the 
registration deposit was being doubled, Mr. Adams, University Registrar, 
advised that this matter had been discussed in the Vice-Rector's Advisory 
Committee on Registration; that previously there had been a considerable 
amount of difficulty in trying to reinstate students into courses whose 
contracts had been cancelled because they had not met the fee payment 
deadline by the middle of August, and to alleviate that problem it was 
decided that the period for confirming registration be extended from mid 
August to the beginning of the first day of classes; that in extending the 
period for confirming registration, it was felt that the increase in the deposit 
would act as a necessary incentive to ensure that students would inform the 
Registrar's Office of registration changes early enough to allow their course 
cards to be used for other students; and that in increasing the fee to 
$100.00, it was also decided that if students cancel their registration before 
the deadline date, 75% of the deposit would be refunded. 


Concerning provisions for special consideration in cases of financial 
hardship resulting from the increase in the registration deposit, Mr. Adams 
advised that while there were no written procedures per se, the matter had 
been discussed by the Committee; that at that time it was not considered as 
something that outweighed the importance of having a deposit which had 
some significance to it, in terms of ensuring that students would notify the 
Registrar's office with respect to cancellations, etc; that the first week of 
advanced registrations involving some 1200 students has just been 
completed and he has had no feedback as to whether the provision for 
special consideration has been carried out; and that he would look into the 
matter vis-a-vis exceptional circumstances and report back. 


The Chairman suggested, and it was agreed, that the Registrar investigate 
the matter referred to above, and report back at the next Senate meeting. 


It was suggested as a stop-gap measure, that a sign be posted at the 
registration room advising that in cases of exceptional financial hardship, 
students may discuss with the Registrar's Office the possibility of an 
extension of the deadline for paying the registration deposit . The Registrar 
advised' that he would bring the suggestion to the attention of the 
Committee for consideration. 


In response to another question, the Registrar advised that with the new 
advanced registration system, which involved both part-time and full-time 
faculty members, the hope was that registration would be completed in 
August, thus eliminating involvement of faculty members in the late 
registration period; and that while there was bound to be some students 
showing up after the advanced registration period, the hope was that the 
number of students appearing for registration in late August or early 
September, would be drastically reduced. 
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Responding to a question concerning registration for summer courses, Mr. 
Adams advised that the Summer Timetable was now printed and would be 
available for students wishing to take summer courses; and that, more 
importantly, within the July/August period, there will be course change 
possibilities for students involved. 


A concern was voiced over the procedure whereby bursary cheques were 
being handed out at the Accounts Office at the beginning of the registration 
process at the same time as students were making cash deposits for 
registration, creating line-ups and 15 to 20 minute delays in the process; and 
it was wondered whether the system might be changed so that bursary 
cheques could be handed out in the Financial Aid Office. 


The Chairman advised that the above question had been addressed by Prof. 
G. Martin at yesterday's meeting of the Board of Governors who had 
informed the Board that he would investigate the situation and attempt to 
find a solution. 


It was also stated that there have been a number of instances where students 
have been denied their bursary cheques unless they pre-pay their registration 
fees or any outstanding money in their accounts and it was suggested that 
that situation should be investigated as well. 


The Chairman stated that given that the people who might be able to reply to 
the above were not present, Senate could only take note of such questions at 
today's meeting. 


With respect to the Summer Time-table, a student Senator stated that she 
had been advised in a telephone conversation with the Registrar's Office last 
Monday, that the Time-table would not be available until the end of March. 


Mr. Adams reiterated that the Summer Time-table has been printed; that he 
has seen a copy of it, but he did not know whether or not it was an 
advanced copy; and that he would look into the situation. 


Reports from Councils, etc. 


Dean Swamy advised that he has been informed that members of the Faculty 
of Engineering and Computer Science have been awarded NSERC grants 
totaling 2.16 million dollars, as compared with 1.91 million dollars last 
year, which represented a 13% increase at a time when the overall grants 
budget had been cut. He also advised that there was a 90% success rate in 
the Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science in terms of the number of 
people in the Faculty and how many of them received a grant. 


On behalf of Senate, Dr. Kenniff congratulated the Faculty of Engineering 
and Computer Science for its excellent achievement vis-a-vis NSERC 
grants. 
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BGS Resolution Concerning Withdrawal Deadlines 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY DEAN 
APPELBAUM, THAT THE RESOLUTION FROM THE BOARD OF 
GRADUATE STUDIES CONCERNING WITHDRAWAL DEADLINES, 
(PARAGRAPH 1, PAGE 1, DOCUMENT US-85-3-D2), BE 
APPROVED. 


Dean French explained that in effect the proposal which was approved 
unanimously by BGS, was to reduce the period during which a Graduate 
student may withdraw from a course, from 7 to 4 weeks. He also advised 
that it was the feeling of the Committee that the further into a term that a 
student withdraws, the more disruptive it is for the course in question, and 
that the existing 7 week period was too lenient. 


In response to a question concerning the possibility of exceptions being 
made for part-time students, Dean French advised that the investigation 
conducted by the Board indicated that part-time students would not be 
penalized as a result of the proposal and they were therefore not necessarily 
a special problem. In addition, he pointed out that there was and would 
continue to be a safety valve for all students, whether full or part-time, 
whereby they could fill out a student request form giving the reason for 
missing the withdrawal deadline date, which, if valid, i.e., illness, 
temporary relocation of part-time students by employers, etc., would be 
honoured. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 


Resolutions from CUSA concerning Hearing and Appeals Boards 


Ms. Szabo presented and explained the two resolutions from CUSA (page , 
2, document US-85-3-D3), concerning Hearing and Appeals Boards. 


Senate was advised that with respect to the Senate Appeals Committee on 
Cheating and Plagiarism, it has been the practice at least for the past three 
years, to allow an advisor to be present with the student during a hearing, to 
invite the Ombudsman to attend the hearing as an observer, and to conduct 
the hearing in either English or French, 1.e., in the language preferred by the 
appellant. 


With respect to the Appeals Committee in Division III, Faculty of Arts and 
Science, it was stated that there have been occasions when students have 
asked permission to be accompanied by someone during a hearing, which 
requests have always been agreed to and there has never been a problem in 
having someone present with the appellant at a hearing; that the process, at 
least for that Committee, was certainly not what one would call formal, in a 
court room sense, i.e. , there were no rigid rules that have to be adhered to; 
and that while the Committee has always ensured that people presenting 
evidence, do so in the presence of the student, etc., the process itself was 
not, in fact, a formal legal procedure. However, it was argued that adopting 
motion #2 could lead to circumstances which would make hearings and 


appeals rather awkward; that if a student happens to be accompanied by a 
lawyer, it would put a whole new flavour on hearings and appeals; that in 
such circumstances a chairman of a hearing panel would either refuse to 
chair the hearing or request that the panel have its own legal counsel present 
during the hearing; and that procedures would then become very formal, 
Le., strict legal procedures would have to be followed, etc., and the 
situation could become very awkward and indeed might well prove to be to 
the disadvantage of the student. In addition, with respect to the statement in 
the preamble, (paragraph 2, page 1, document US-85-3-D3), that "It is 
practically inconceivable that any hearing board would make a decision 
without at least having students give their verbal account.", it was explained 
that this never happens in Arts and Science, except in instances where 
students do not show up for the hearing; that the usual practice is that a 
registered letter is sent to the student, sometimes more than one letter, and if 
there is no reply an attempt is made to contact the student by telephone’ and 
that failing this, the letter is delivered to one of the student's classes and 
handed to the professor with a request that it be given to the student; i.e., 
everything possible is done to ensure that the student is present at the 
hearing. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MS. SAZBO, SECONDED BY MS. LIFSHITZ, 
THAT THE CUSA RESOLUTIONS (PAGE 2, DOCUMENT 
US-85-3-D3), BE APPROVED. 


During continued discussion it was stated that while the procedures 
followed in the Division HI, Appeals Committee were typically informal, 
nevertheless the consequences for students who were facing problems can 
be rather severe; that under those circumstances, it should be automatic and 
entrenched that students be allowed to have a representative of their choice 
present at the time of a hearing; that while this has been permitted in the 
past, hopefully on a consistent basis, the consensus among the students was 
that they would be more comfortable if this practice was entrenched; and 
that given that requests for representation have always been honoured in the 
past, there should be no objection to entrenching this in the regulations. In 
addition, it was pointed out that student members on appeals committees 
were there as impartial judges and not as representatives of students who 
were appealing. 


In support of the motion, it was stated that there was a difference between a 
privilege or favour being granted by a Faculty appeals committee and an 
enshrined right, e.g., while we assume that our individual rights will be 
respected throughout Canada, it nevertheless certainly helps to have a 
Charter of Rights and Freedoms. It was also pointed out that concerns 
expressed over students being represented by lawyers were covered by 
Motion #2 in the sense that what was being referred to was not someone to 
represent the student but rather "an advisor", and also that the advisor must 
be "from within the University". 


The feeling was expressed that the phrase of students concerned" in Motion 
#1, was too broad in the sense it could be interpreted to mean virtually 
anybody, thereby resulting in open public hearings. 
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In response to the above, the Chairman suggested that the phrase it students 
concerned" should be interpreted to mean those students who were likely to 
be affected by the decision to be made by the hearing committee. 


Suggestions made with respect to improving the phraseology, included 
using the word "accused", formulating the motions in the singular, i.e., 
"student", and placing parentheses around the "s" to cover instances in 
which more than one student might be involved, i.e. "student(s)"". With 
respect to the latter suggestion, it was pointed out that usually in rules of 


interpretation the singular included the plural, unless otherwise specified. 


It was stated that when the Regulations Regarding Re-evaluation, Cheating 
and Plagiarism were initially approved, they were then referred to the 
University lawyer for proper language, phraseology, and consistency and it 
was suggested that we should do likewise in this instance. 


Dr. Kenniff concurred with the above, but he also expressed the feeling that 
in addition to the question of wording, the resolutions should also be 
appropriately formulated for incorporation into the existing Regulations, 
e.g., "that paragraph 11(a) be added to the regulations," etc. 


It was agreed that following approval of the motion, the question of exact 
wording and how the resolutions were to be inserted into the existing 
Regulations be reviewed by someone with appropriate expertise. 

THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 


Science and Human Affairs 


Prof. Giguere presented and explained the proposal from the Steering 
Committee (document US-85-3-D4), arising from a motion adopted by the 
Arts and Science Faculty Council concerning the development of Science 
and Human Affairs. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GIGUERE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
D'HOLLANDER, THAT THE PROPOSAL FROM THE STEERING 
COMMITTEE (DOCUMENT US-85-3-D4), BE APPROVED. 


Prof. Drysdale advised that the remarks which he was about to make which 
would lead to a number of minor amendments to the proposal from Steering 
Committee, were based in part, on consultations with the Dean, Division II 
and Provost, Division IV, Faculty of Arts and Science. He stated that his 
basic concern was essentially with respect to the timing of the proposed 
Task Force; that he had great difficulty with the timing, not simply because 
it comes at the end of the academic year, but more importantly because it 
will occur at a point in time when the Faculty of Arts and Science is 
embarking on rather significant change in administrative organization, Le., 
the mandate of the present administration will be expiring and the Faculty 
would be looking towards the establishment of a new mandate sometime 
during the coming summer; that he also recognized that given the lack of 


documentation, it was very difficult for Senate to make a judgement on this 
issue; and that he would attempt, in a few brief remarks, to provide 
information, as background to the amendments which he intended to 
propose. He explained that at present, the Science and Human Affairs 
programme was a one Faculty programme, i.e., the Faculty of Arts and 
Science; that two programmes of concentration were offered, 1.e.,a BA 
Specialization and a BA Major, as well as a minor programme in Science 
and Human Affairs; that as of the 1984/85 academic year, admission to 
these programmes has been frozen, which was one of the greatest points of 
immediate concern to students involved in the programmes; that the courses 
which constitute the Science and Human Affairs programmes attract 
students from a variety of other programmes in the Faculty of Arts and 
Science, and that increasingly, the courses, particularly those concerning 
environmental issues, have been taken by Engineering students in 
fulfillment of the specific requirement referred to as the Social Aspects of 
Engineering; that the Science and Human Affairs programme was facing a 
severe crisis in terms of faculty resources, i.e., there were no full-time 
faculty members teaching in the programme at the present time and none 
have been appointed for 1985/86; that the programme was subsisting in a 
kind of limbo; and that eight courses were offered in 1984/85 and eight 
courses were scheduled to be offered in 1985/86 in order to accommodate 
not so much students in the programme or new programme students, but 
rather students coming from a variety of other programmes. He further 
stated that the proposal from the Steering Committee, (document 
US-85-3-D4), which is based upon the resolution from the Arts and Science 
Faculty Council, pertained to the determination of a suitable administrative 
structure; that the problem of establishing a suitable structure was not a 
simple one because it inevitably involves on the one hand, a question of 
commitment of resources particularly with respect to faculty positions, etc., 
and on the other hand, a probable revision to the academic programmes and 
courses in Science and Human Affairs, in order to meet the needs of an 
increasingly diverse student clientele; that in his opinion, it was quite 
unlikely that these questions could possibly be resolved by any Task Force 
within the few short weeks remaining between the appointment of Task 
Force members and the proposed deadline date of May 15, 1985, for 
submission of its recommendations; that it was also doubtful that the present 
academic administration in Arts and Science, given its present status, could 
take on a mandate which involves the commitment of resources in any new 
venture in the Faculty; and that in his view, the administrator who should 
represent the Faculty of Arts and Science on the proposed Task Force is the 
Dean who will be appointed as of July 1, 1985, rather than any present 
member of the administration. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. DRYSDALE, SECONDED 
BY PROF. MACKENZIE, THAT THE WORD "PROVOST" IN THE 
FIRST LINE, RECOMMENDATION 1, DOCUMENT US-85-3-D4, BE 
REPLACED BY "DEAN"; THAT IN THE SECOND LINE, 
RECOMMENDATION 3., THE DATE BE CHANGED FROM MAY 15, 
1985, TO OCTOBER 15, 1985; AND THAT THE TWO CLAUSES IN 
THE PREAMBLE BEGINNING WITH THE WORD "GIVEN", BE 
DELETED. 


It was pointed out that the first "Given" clause in the preamble was not 
referring to the present administrators in the faculty of Arts and Science, but 
rather to the administrative implications of the ASFC proposal, and 
consequently it was felt that it should not be deleted from the document. 


The mover and seconded agreed that the third part of the amendment be 
changed to read " - AND THAT THE SECOND OF THE TWO CLAUSES 
IN THE PREAMBLE BEGINNING WITH THE WORD 'GIVEN', BE 
DELETED." 


In response to a question, Prof. Drysdale expressed the feeling that 
extending the Task Force reporting date to October 15, 1985, as proposed 
in the amendment, would not have an adverse effect with respect to either 
maintaining or changing the Science and Human Affairs programme 
vis-a-vis the present enrolment freeze. He further stated that in his view, the 
mandate provided in the document from Steering Committee could not have 
included authority to deal with the question of admission to the programmes 
and placing a freeze thereon, because that was an administrative question 
which was subject to review at any time by those in academic administrative 
positions, regardless of the administrative structure which might be 
established for managing those programmes. 


THE AMENDMENT AS CHANGED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. (42 IN FAVOUR; 0 OPPOSED; 2 ABSTENTIONS) 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY MS. WHITZMAN, SECONDED 
BY MR. MCARDLE, THAT THE PHRASE "HIS DELEGATE" IN THE 
FIRST SENTENCE IN RECOMMENDATION 1., BE CHANGED TO 
"HIS/HER DELEGATE"; THAT THE WORD "CHAIRMAN" IN 
RECOMMENDTION 2., BE CHANGED TO "CHAIRPERSON"; AND 
THAT THE 


PHRASE "AFTER CONSULTATION WITH THE TWO 
ADMINISTRATORS NAMED ABOVE.", IN THE LAST PARAGRAPH 
IN RECOMMENDATION 1., BE DELETED . 


The mover and seconder agreed to incorporate the change proposed in the 
first part of the above amendment into the main motion, 1.e., THAT THE 
WORD "HIS" IN THE FIRST PARAGRAPH IN RECOMMENDATION 
1, BECHANGED TO "HIS/HER". 


Concerning the third part of the amendment, it was explained that the phrase 
"after consultation with the two administrators referred to above." had been 
added to the fourth paragraph in recommendation 1., to ensure that the two 
student representatives on the Task Force would be students who were 
involved with the Science and Human Affairs programme; that the intention 
was that CUSA would maintain its autonomy with respect to the student 
appointments; and that the consultation referred to was merely intended to 
enable CUSA to elicit suggestions from the administrators with respect to 
students who have had something to do with the programme. 


With respect to the amendment to change "Chairman" to "Chairperson", it 
was argued that a few years ago Senate had taken a specific decision after a 
lengthy debate, to use the term "Chairman" as opposed to "Chairperson"; 
that the feeling at the time was that the term "Chairman" was a generic term 
and had no sexual connotation; and that if Senate wished to take a decision 
that from now on the term to be used will be "Chairperson", it should do 
so, but it should not spend time debating this kind of a question over and 
over again. 


Alternative suggestions for an appropriate designation ranged from 
"Chairwoman" to "Chair". 


It was stated that one appreciated the assurances of benevolence and good 
will which have been given concerning the phrase after consultation with the 
two administrators referred to above "in the fourth paragraph, 
recommendation 1. However, it was argued that CUSA has always availed 
itself, through access in the University, of the counsel of its elders; but that 
this should remain a question of trust, rather than being included in a motion 
to be approved by Senate. 


It was stated that one would have no objection to removing the phrase "after 
consultation with the two administrators provided that it was spelled out in 
the fourth paragraph that the two students to be appointed were students 
who were registered in the programme. 


The mover and seconder agreed to incorporate into the main motion, the 
proposed amendment to delete the phrase "after consultation with the two 
administrators referred to above", and to include a phrase designating that 
one of the appointees be a student in the Bachelor of Engineering 
programme and the other be a student from the Faculty of Arts and Science 
registered in a Science and Human Affairs programme, i.e., that the fourth 
paragraph, recommendation 1., document US-85-3-D4, be changed to read 
- "TWO STUDENTS TO BE NAMED BY CUSA, ONE FROM THE 
BACHELOR OF ENGINEERING PROGRAMME AND ONE FROM A 
SCIENCE AND HUMAN AFFAIRS PROGRAMME IN THE FACULTY 
OF ARTS AND SCIENCE." 


In response to a question concerning the appointment of student members 
vis-a-vis the withdrawal of the Engineering Students' Association from 
CUSA, it was stated that presumably the status quo would remain 
unchanged at least until such time as the procedures for incorporation and 
formal recognition have been completed. 


A concern was voiced over a possible difficulty with respect to appointing a 
student from a Science and Human Affairs programme, particularly given 
the freeze on enrolments and the extension of the Task Force reporting 
deadline to October 15, 1985. 


In response to the above, Senate was advised that there would still be 
students enrolled in the programme by next September, but that the number 


would be small. It was suggested that perhaps it could be understood, as 
opposed to being formally added into the document, that if no one registered 
in the programme wishes to participate in the Task Force, a student could be 
taken from among those students enrolled in courses in the Science and 
Human Affairs programme. It was agreed that this suggestion be entered 
into the record. 


The Chairman advised that given the incorporation of parts 1 and 3 of the 
proposed amendment into the main motion, the amendment on the floor, 
which he assumed Senators wished to vote on, consisted only of the 
proposed change of the word "Chairman" to "Chairperson", in 
recommendation 2. 


The feeling was expressed that given that it was the intention of the original 
mover and seconder to avoid gender specificity in the motion, it was rather 
ridiculous for Senate to have to vote on the amendment on the floor. 


In response to the above, the Chairman advised that some objection had 
been voiced earlier to a suggestion that this amendment be incorporated into 
the main motion, and he could not think of a way to resolve the situation 
other than by Senate voting on the amendment. 


THE AMENDMENT THAT THE WORD "CHAIRMAN" IN 
RECOMMENDATION 2., BE CHANGED TO "CHAIRPERSON", WAS 
VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED. 


The feeling was expressed that if the intention was that the 
recommendations of the Task Force were going to be of a minor 
administrative nature, one would have no objection to its report being tabled 
at Senate for information, as proposed in recommendation 3. However, if 
the recommendations from the Task Force turn out to be of A major nature, 
they should be discussed by the Faculty Councils concerned and by Senate. 


In response to the above, it was stated that the recommendations for the 
Task Force, unless nothing is done at all, will probably involve some 
administrative shuffling of one form or another; that if the recommendations 
involve, for example, the moving of a programme from one Faculty to 
another, this could not legally be done without the approval of the Faculty 
Councils concerned and Senate, 1.e., tabling the recommendations at Senate 
meant that the Vice-Rector, Academic, would not be able to act unilaterally 
on the recommendations, and that Senate would be informed by receiving 
the report but would not be able to act until the Faculty Councils act; and 
that on the other hand, if what was involved was simply a matter of 
transferring teaching responsibility for courses, which did not require 
Council or Senate approval, that recommendation could be acted upon 
quickly by the Vice-Rector, Academic. 


It was suggested that perhaps in order to clarify the intention as described 
above, recommendation 3. should be amended by substituting the word 
"arrangement" for the word "structure" in the second line. 
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In response to the above, the Chairman advised that if someone wished to 
move an amendment, they could do so. However, he stated that at this point 
in time we did not know what the nature of the recommendations from the 
Task Force would be; that, as has already been explained, it was clear that if 
the recommendations involve structural changes, they will have to be 
approved by the appropriate bodies, 1.e., Faculty Councils and Senate; and 
that this would appear in the record of today's meeting. 


In response to a question concerning the enrolment freeze in the Science and 
Human Affairs programme, it was pointed out that it had been explained 
earlier in reply to a similar question, that the decision to be taken with 
respect to the proposal on the floor, would have no bearing whatsoever on 
the imposed enrolment freeze, in the sense that it was possible to either 
remove or maintain that freeze independently of the present proposal. It was 
also explained the decision to place an enrolment freeze on the Science and 
Human Affairs programme had been taken by the Committee of Deans in 
the Faculty of Arts and Science about one year ago, and that whether that 
freeze would be lifted or not would be subject to the matter being discussed 
at a future meeting of the Committee of Deans. 


THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED AND CHANGED, WAS 
CARRIED. 


Next meeting 


The Chairman announced that the next Senate meeting would be held at 2:00 
p.m., Friday, May 3, 1985, in the Conference Room, PSBGM. 


Adjournment 


The meeting was adjourned at 4:00 p.m. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


